Introduction
On 12 July 2002, the United Nations Security Council adopted Resolution 1422, therein granting immunity from the jurisdiction of the International Criminal Court [hereinafter the ICC] to the current and former of cials or personnel participating in any United Nations established or authorized operations, whose countries are not party to the Rome Statute.
1 To achieve this end, the United States employed a strategy of political arm-twisting, coupled with an intentionally distorted interpretation of Article 16 of the Statute. The actions of the US in this matter are in complete disharmony with the nation's democratic history, and effectively dissolve all attempts to mask their antagonistic stance towards the embryonic ICC, an antagonism foreshadowed by the US vote against the text of the Statute at the 1998 Diplomatic Conference in Rome. Resolution 1422 and the legal questions it raises are the focus of this essay.
While not dedicated to the discussion of American arguments in defense of its opposition to the ICC, this study will attempt to shed light on some of the key issues and arguments. This is the focal point of Section I. Section II illustrates the drafting history of Article 16, beginning with Article 23(3) of the International Law Commission Draft, and ending with the nal amendments that led to the adoption of Article 16 in its present form. 
I. US opposition to the Rome Statute
After the Rome Conference, the US proclaimed that it would not sign 2 or ratify, at present or in future, the treaty in its current form.
3 Additionally, some US of cials suggested that US policy may go beyond mere non-participation to 'actively opposing' the ICC. 4 For instance, after returning from the Diplo- 4 Brown, supra note 2 at 856.
